THE JOHN BfRCH SOCIETY 

BehnonL Alouuc^ioieJta G2T7£S 


February 2J, 1965 

To Coordinators , Section Leaders, and Chapter Leaders: 

As you know, we have loaned over backwards, ever since the 
Society was formed, to avoid criticizing other groups or leaders 
who appeared to be, or even claimed to be, fighting the Com¬ 
munists in their own way, We have cooperated with and sup¬ 
ported, as well as we could, all such groups which we ourselves 
felt were honestly opposing Communism. And we have ignored 
many vicious, extensive, and long continued attacks on ourselves, 
both open and undercover, on the part of several of these groups 
■— both because there is no room or time in this fight for personal 
resentments, and also to do all we could to minimize friction and 
feuding in the whole Conservative movement. 

Reluctantly, and after long hesitation, therefore, we have come 
to tlie conclusion that our responsibility to our membership re¬ 
quires us to issue the following statement: We dn nor recommend 
the support bv our memhers of the programs or activities of 
Mr. R ichard Gotten, Our reasons include the following: 

I. Mr. Cotten's sponsorship of Kilsoo Haan. 

Burn in Siberia of Korean parent*, Mr. Haan has spent most of hi* life in 
China, Japan, and then the United States. He h iis been a ]if idling enemy of 
Syngman Rhec, During the early years of Work! VPar II Mr. Haan ingratiated 
himself into j position of influence with members of our State Department in 
Washington; used tint influence all he could to undermine the prestige and 
following of ft her; jnd thus provided Khire's enemies in Out government with 
the irjiunru-nl that ft bee's plans and hopes fur a Republic of Korea, independent 
of both Japan 4nd the Cornm uni SIS, should not be supported, /vrairre thr 
Korean-, /ftemudves were tun dn/drd. (Which was not true. The eventual 
elections proved the Korean people to be overwhelmingly behind Syngfnan fthee.) 

Mr. Haan was for icn years a regular and important contributor to the 
bilingual Korean-English newspaper, Kt/remr luttfprndfHCf, width began publi- 
fauon in f.os Angeles in about 194). The House Committee on Un-American 
Activities, in Us annual report for 19ft, stated that "Korean indejn-ndencr is 
fxi;Iu\ivc|v a Vehicle for Communist 1‘arEy propaganda." Syngman Rhee him¬ 
self on being pressured by oihciaEs of our State Department to form a “coalition" 
wuh Kihoo Main, once replied rhai in his (fthee's)- judgment, to unite with 
Haan would have no other effect than iu encourage the Korean Communist*. 
There is a great deal more ro the unsavory story of Kilsoo Haan and his 
associates. But the net reside is that no really informed anti-Crfnimunlsi with 
careful judgment would tourh Kilsoo Haan with a ten-foot pole. 


2. Mr. Gotten T s support of PRAY, 

The initials si and for Paul R divert Associated Yeomen, Ine, of New 
Orleans. Typical of PRAY 1 * rabble-rousing approaches is (heir published news¬ 
letter of March 22, 1964, which predicted categorically thac Conservatives 
would sweep the 1*64 elections but that the Reds would then and therefore 
try [0 seize control of our country im media rely by force, Thij PRAY release 
w:u filled with Warning* such as [he following: 

“Consult with yuur next door neighbors on HOW best to protect your 
family and home. Arrange tu wear certain kinds uf caps or shirts for identifica¬ 
tion; so you won’t be firing at one another in the confusion. Do NOT organise 
[he whole block m your neighbourhood, as 10$ of the people are probably on 
f he O [ HI'.R Side — trained for "leadership" of such neighborhood groups, rn 
sell you imo do-nothing surrender. Be your own LEADER of your own house, 
hold . , , and make it an ARMED ARSENAL!" 

"Bin BE SURF, you have a TWO.WEEKS SUPPLY of food and water 
oti hand? If NOT, you'll WISH YOU HAD!’ 

"But DON’T wait until November! The Red* would CERTAINLY hear 
u* to ihc punch, when they see a CERTAIN Conservative win coming n C *i 
November. They most probably EXPECT IT ALREADY!'' 

'"I'ltis entire battle will come tu a climax by November." 

3. Mr. Cotten's support of The Mitmtcmen. 

‘Wc would have allowed the fact that, and the extent to which, we so 
completely disagree with the plans and purposes of The Mmutmten to remain 
a matter of private opinion, had not Mr. Robert DfePugh/founder and head 
of the group; used the page? of the Sf. Loti is Post-Dit pat eh, on June 12, 1964, 
to publicize, specific falsehoods and general mi sin format ton concerning his 
former relations with the Society. We immediately corrected hjs statements, 
m die June 21 issue uf the $A Louts Ghbe-Dewoerat, and then covered the 
whole matter in our August Bulletin, In the meantime, Mr. CtKten had used 
most of his July E 4, 1 y^4 CONSERVATIVE VIEWPOINT to praise and 
quote from "Boh DePugh and the MlNUTEMEN." 

Now Mr. Cot ten and Mr. Deftugh have j perfect light to hold and preach 
iW views, and even the view* of PRAY — at least if they stop short of 
prumoring or leading guerrilla activities by armed bands. But these are not the 
views nf The John Birch Society as tu how this Struggle can be and must be 
won; and they are not conducive to support of Mr. Cotren by the Society 

4. Mr. Cotten's threatened action against the "building and loan" 
industry. 

In a letter dated April 23, 1*64, on his Corner wt hr Vim-point stationery, 
Mr. Corum said: As an arch conservative, 1 just attended the Congress of 
Freedom in Birmingham, Alabama and durmg a conversation with a resident 
of that community 1 brought up the matter of my dislike of the building 
ind loan and particularly rlieir influence ui California, which I feel to be 
virtually diabolic . , , the building and loan in California is simply raking all 
the money of widow* for the htglier banking rare of interest. They are getting 
dangerous, indeed, and I have seriously considered blowing the whistle cm it, 
w it were . , . I feel the building and loan is a trap and inevitably people will 
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lose their jhirti ► . . T am of thu firm opinion that if bjr carefully planting 
secJj in programs here over possibly a weck-two-w«k period, 1 could start a 
nufor panic in the building and loan. At least in the 'Jtest here where it needs 
it so badly,” 

Mr. Cot ten has expressed these same views on many occasions. Again, he 
has a perfect right to do so. But we see no reason why he should be helped to 
propagate them, or implement them, by members of The John Birch Society.. 

f. Mr, Cot ten's love of sensation a I ism* 

He believes in "tell 'em what will get 'em excited, and stir 'em to action — 
and contributions/' He says that he can teach, and bring into the fight, people 
who will not even listen to os, because wc arc too mild and restrained, (These 
statements are ai nearly and exactly verbatim as I cm recall them, from the 
ore conversation we ever had together. He was quiie serious, and has proved 
by his actions and broadcasts that he certainly meant what he Said.) 

Mr. Cot ten has a righi tn establish hiv own policies, and it is not our duty 
or desire even to argue .ihouE them except as they involve ourselves. But since 
we arc so "mild and restrained/ 1 — which will undoubtedly come as quite a 
surprise to Nelson Rockefeller — I sec no reason why we should subscribe to 
these policies of Mr. Cot ten, or recommend him and his methods to OUr members. 

(a, Mr* Gotten‘s attacks on The John Birch Society. 

These have been going on undercover for a long rime, even while he was 
praising the Society openly on his broadcasts — obviously in order to win 
financial and moral support from our members, His chief method here has 
bccti tire clandestine circulation of a printed sheaf, running twenty-one legal- 
size pages of typewriter type, nr about ten thousand words, entitled? "The 
SMEAR of Richard Gotten by The Jnhn Birch Society CCXJRDINATORS in 
the State of California/ 1 

Mr. Gotten, when lie was just getting, started in hjs anti-Com mu fi 1st 
activities in Bakersfield, California* joined \Fne John Birch Society, Later, he 
resigncdj primarily it appear* over criticism by some of our members and 
Coordinators about what they considered his "anti'Semitic” view's and activities. 
He makes much out of the facr shat the very man who first brought him into 
the Society — one of our'ablest and most dedicated members in Bakersfield, 
and who arranged my two-day seminar there a few years ago — hecame one 
of his mo,si severe critics. And he makes even more out of the fact that our 
Coordinator ii the time he joined, and who became very friendly with him in 
those early weeks or months wrote a letter a year or so later, after this Co¬ 
ordinator had been transferred to our Home Office in Boston, in which this 
Coordinator said? "Without going into detail, and without attempting to 
evaluate Mr. Cot ten's purposes or objectives, let me simply state that E cannot 
remember a single worthwhile and Easting contribution that he added to the 
Conservative Movement in the Bakersfield area. This is obviously and un¬ 
fortunately true despite the fact that he appeared to spend all of his time pro¬ 
moting the Conservative causes, despite his radio broadcasts, and despite the 
assistance he received from several Conservative leaders in Southern California. 

1 mention this point, rather than discussing any damage Mr, Gotren may have 
done, because I feel that this absence of a positive contribution is more obvious 
and more important." 


m 


The simple truth is that both this Cooidinafor, and the influential member 
referred to above, had sharply changed tilth r opinions of Mr. Cot ten on getting 
to know him betrer. And since they, and others like them, were compelled by 
circumstances and by inquiries, to say so, Mr, Gotten considered that he was 
being smeared. 

It would take more space than we have to write, and more time than you 
have to read, an analysis of this 21 -page document, adequate to set the record 
straight. Mr. Thomas Hit], our National Director of Field Activities, tells me 
that in his opinion of Mr- Gotten'* complaints have some basil in facr 

and are reasonably justified. And we ire very sOfiy that ihi* should b< even 
one percent true. But we believe it was primarily a lick of good judgment and 
moderation on Mr. Gotten's part, in con nee cion with anything that bothered 
him which caused fejciionv on the part of OUT people, [hat set him off on a 
campaign of vilification of the Society — and especially of its rtafT. 

And chat is the crux of the problem. Mr. Gotten set out on his 
crusade with the ambition to become — arid told me personally 
chat he was going to become — the most important and the most 
widely heard radio commentator in our country on the anti- 
Communist side. He counted heavily on moral and financial 
backing from JBS members to enable him to realize that am¬ 
bition. In the beginning, almost in every area* he got such 
support* But in each area, beginning with his home town* as 
our members watched him operate and learned more about him, 
their support fell away. This happened without any word from 
us, even to our field staff. So Mr, Cot ten's undercover attacks 
on the Society became more extensive; and recently he has 
muved into very thinly disguised open attacks. All nf which is 
his privilege. But since he is constantly moving into new areas* 
and getting strong in if ini support from our members in many 
such areas, we fed we should cry to save such members from 
possible future regrets by advising them of these past experiences. 

We are neirEicr attacking nor condemning Richard Gotten. We 
are simply saying, on the ocher hand, that his active support by 
our members does not seem to us to be justified by either his 
knowledge, his experience, his judgment, his temperament, or 
his methods* Especially when there are so many excellent anti- 
Com munist radio ami television pro gr ams t o support ~ lijtc 
those by Dan_Smoot and Dean Manion and Carl Mclntire and 
Billy Hargis, to name just a few — for those members who have 
the extra dollars and energy to spate. 

Sincerely, 













